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STEAK AND BALLOT: THE BEEF-BALLOT BATTLE
IN IDAHO SENATE ELECTIONS

Charlotte Harris, Addison Thomas, Gavin P Truman

Center for Research

This research delves into the connection between annual US household spending on beef and 
Democrat votes for Senators in Idaho, exploring the beef-ballot battle in the Gem State's Senate 
elections. Utilizing data from the Bureau of Labor Statistics and MIT Election Data and Science Lab, 
Harvard Dataverse, our research team aimed to put the "filet" of information on the table. Our 
findings revealed a surprising correlation coefficient of 0.9222495 and p < 0.01 for the years 2000 to
2020. We present evidence that may "rare"ly be seen in political research, shedding light on the 
potential influence of beef consumption on voting patterns. Join us as we carve through the data to 
uncover the sizzling intersection of steak and state politics.

     Ladies and gentlemen, step right up
and  witness  the  grand  unveiling  of  the
most  appetizing  research  to  hit  the
academic  buffet  line  -  the  Beef-Ballot
Battle  in  Idaho  Senate  Elections!  This
study takes you on a journey through the
juicy world  of  beef  consumption and its
tantalizing connection to Democrat votes
for Senators in the state of Idaho. 

     As  we  sink  our  teeth  into  this
mouthwatering  topic,  we  aim  to  bring
some sizzle to the rather  rarefied air  of
political research. Our aim is to not just
sirloin, but to tenderize the current state
of  knowledge  about  the  factors
influencing  political  voting  patterns.
Instead of crying over spilled milk, we're
here to offer up some food for thought - as
we  chew  the  fat,  so  to  speak,  on  the
correlation  between  beef  spending  and
political allegiance.

     So, grab your fork and knife, because
we're about to carve into the meat of the
matter.  Our  team  has  combed  through
data from the Bureau of Labor Statistics,
MIT Election Data and Science Lab, and

Harvard  Dataverse  to  serve  up  a
delectable dish of statistical analysis. Our
findings  have  uncovered  a  surprising
correlation coefficient of 0.9222495 and p
< 0.01 for the years 2000 to 2020, leaving
us with a well-done understanding of the
intricate  connection  between  beef
consumption and political preferences.

     As we embark on this adventure, we
invite  you  to  join  us  in  exploring  the
tender,  flavorful,  and  unexpected
relationship  that  unfolds  when we plate
up state politics and sizzling steaks.  It's
time to raise the steaks and bring some
meaty  insights  to  the  table  as  we  feed
your  hunger  for  knowledge  and  your
appetite for the unexpected. So, without
further ado, let's dive into the beef-ballot
battle and see what's cooking in Idaho's
Senate elections!

LITERATURE REVIEW

The  connection  between  household
spending  on  beef  and  political
preferences has been a topic of  interest
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for researchers over the years.  Smith et
al.  (2010)  conducted  a  study  examining
the  correlation  between  meat
consumption  and  voting  patterns,
highlighting  the  potential  influence  of
dietary  habits  on  political  allegiances.
Similarly,  Doe  and  Jones  (2015)  delved
into  the  interplay  between  food  choices
and  democratic  inclinations,  shedding
light on the complex relationship between
carnivorous  tendencies  and  voting
behavior.

Turning  to  non-fiction  works,  "Meat:  A
Love Story" by Blumenthal (2016) offers a
comprehensive exploration of the cultural
and societal impact of meat consumption,
touching upon its  potential  ramifications
on political  attitudes.  Furthermore,  "The
Omnivore's  Dilemma"  by  Pollan  (2006)
presents a critical analysis of modern food
choices  and  their  broader  implications,
providing  valuable  insights  into  the
intersection  of  dietary  preferences  and
political leanings.

In  the  realm  of  fiction,  "The  Steak
Conspiracy" by Griller (2012) presents a
humorous take on the clandestine world
of beef politics and its potential influence
on  government  decision-making.
Additionally, "Beef,  Ballots, and Burgers"
by  Patty  (2018)  delves  into  the  quirky
connections between culinary indulgences
and electoral  dynamics,  offering a  light-
hearted  perspective  on  the  beef-ballot
nexus.

Furthermore,  films  such  as  "Beef  Wars:
The  Grill  Awakens"  and  "The  Prime Rib
Ultimatum"  provide  a  lighthearted  yet
tangentially  related  portrayal  of  beef-
centered  conflicts,  offering  a  whimsical
take  on  the  potential  implications  of
meaty matters on political landscapes.

As  we  journey  through  this  literature
review, it becomes evident that the beef-
ballot  battle  is  not  merely  a  rare
occurrence in the political landscape but
rather a medium rare topic that offers a
juicy and well-done opportunity to explore
the sizzling intersection of steak and state
politics.

METHODOLOGY

To beef up our methodology, our research
team pursued a mixed methods approach
that was as well-marbled as a prime rib.
We  conducted  a  thorough  review  of
literature to ensure that our study was on
the cutting edge of both political science
and  consumer  behavior  research.  With
our aprons on and sleeves rolled up, we
embarked on a journey through the data
landscape,  making  careful  selections
much like a discerning butcher choosing
the finest cuts of meat.

Data Collection:

The  primary  ingredients  for  our  study
were sourced from the Bureau of  Labor
Statistics and the MIT Election Data and
Science Lab, Harvard Dataverse. We also
whipped  up  a  secret  sauce  of  online
sources, ensuring that our data collection
was as comprehensive as a smorgasbord.
The time period for our analysis spanned
from 2000  to  2020,  allowing  us  to  sink
our teeth into two decades of delectable
data.

Variable Selection:

In the spirit of a well-balanced meal, we
carefully  selected  our  independent
variable  as  annual  US  household
spending  on  beef,  as  reported  by  the
Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics.  For  the
dependent variable, we took a bipartisan
bite  and focused on Democrat  votes  for
Senators in Idaho, obtained from the MIT
Election Data and Science Lab, Harvard
Dataverse.

Data Analysis:

Our  statistical  recipe  involved  stirring
together a heaping helping of correlation
analysis, garnishing it with a sprinkle of
regression models, and seasoning it with
some  tasty  hypothesis  testing.  We
tenderized  the  data  using  robust
statistical  methods  to  ensure  that  our
results  were not  just  "meat" to the eye,
but also fulfilled the rigorous standards of
academic research.
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Ethical Considerations:

While we were certainly eager to sink our
teeth into the data, we also meticulously
adhered  to  ethical  guidelines,  ensuring
that  the  privacy  and  confidentiality  of
individuals  represented  in  our  dataset
were  preserved.  This  research  was
conducted  with  the  utmost  respect  for
data protection and the anonymity of the
participants, guarding their identities like
closely-guarded family recipes.

Limitations:

Just  as  every  dish  has  its  own  unique
flavor, our study also had its limitations.
We  recognize  that  our  findings  reflect
only  a  specific  slice  of  the  political
landscape, and the generalizability of our
results may be constrained by the context
of  Idaho's  unique  demographic  and
political characteristics.  Nonetheless,  we
are confident  that  our  results  provide  a
significant contribution to the discussions
swirling  around  the  intersection  of
consumer  behavior  and  political
preferences.

In  conclusion,  our  methodological
approach was a carefully crafted recipe,
seasoned  with  attention  to  detail  and  a
dash of academic flair. Like a master chef
in the kitchen,  we meticulously followed
the  recipe  of  scientific inquiry,  ensuring
that our study was cooked to perfection
and ready to be served to the academic
community and beyond.

RESULTS

Our  investigation  into  the  beef-ballot
battle  in  Idaho  Senate  elections  yielded
some  truly  "meaty"  results.  After
crunching  the  numbers  and  slicing
through the data,  we found a surprising
correlation between annual US household
spending on beef and Democrat votes for
Senators  in  Idaho.  The  correlation
coefficient  of  0.9222495  for  the  years
2000  to  2020  has  left  us  with  a  "well-
done"  understanding  of  the  relationship
between  beef  consumption  and  political
preferences in the Gem State.

Not only did our statistical analysis reveal
this  beefy  correlation,  but  the  r-square
value  of  0.8505441  suggests  that  a
significant proportion of the variability in
Democrat votes for Senators in Idaho can
be  explained  by  annual  household
spending  on  beef.  In  other  words,  it
seems that  the  stakes  are high when it
comes  to  the  connection  between  beef
and ballots in Idaho.

The p-value of less than 0.01 adds some
extra sizzle to our findings, indicating that
the likelihood of observing such a strong
relationship  by  random  chance  alone  is
"rare" indeed. This p-value is so low, it’s
practically grazing the floor –  much like
the average Democrat's tendency to "filet"
their name on the ballot in Idaho.

Figure 1. Scatterplot of the variables by year

In  Figure  1,  our  scatterplot  visually
illustrates the robust correlation between
annual  US  household  spending  on  beef
and Democrat votes for Senators in Idaho.
It's  a  sight  to  behold,  much  like  a
perfectly  marbled  ribeye  steak,  and  the
correlation is as clear as day – or should
we say "rare" as a medium-rare sirloin?

Overall,  these  results  shed  light  on  the
surprising link between beef consumption
and  political  inclinations  in  the  state  of
Idaho. We hope our findings will  inspire
further  research  that  delves  into  the
"meat"y details of how dietary habits may
influence  voting  behavior.  It's  clear  that
when  it  comes  to  understanding  the
dynamics of state politics, we can't simply
"meat"-er  around –  it's  time to  sink  our
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teeth into the rich and flavorful world of
beef-ballot relationships.

DISCUSSION

The  findings  of  our  research  unveil  a
"beefy"  relationship  between  annual  US
household  spending  on  beef  and
Democrat  votes  for  Senators  in  Idaho,
beefing up the existing knowledge on the
potential  influence  of  steak  preferences
on  state  politics.  The  correlation
coefficient  of  0.9222495  and  p  <  0.01
certainly  brings  some  flavor  to  the
political research space, providing a rare
and well-done opportunity to explore the
intricate intersection of beef and ballots.

Our results align with prior research by
Smith  et  al.  (2010)  and  Doe  and  Jones
(2015),  who  also  broached  the  topic  of
meat  consumption and its  connection to
voting  patterns.  Not  to  mention,
Blumenthal’s "Meat: A Love Story" (2016)
and  Pollan's  "The  Omnivore's  Dilemma"
(2006) offered unique perspectives on the
cultural  and  societal  impact  of  meat
consumption,  setting  the  stage  for  our
exploration  into  the  Idaho  Senate
elections.  Who  knew  that  behind  every
vote lies a potential steak story waiting to
be "sirloin"?

The  substantial  r-square  value  of
0.8505441  further  reinforces  the  "well-
done"  nature  of  our  findings,  indicating
that a sizable portion of the variance in
Democrat votes for Idaho Senators can be
attributed to annual  household spending
on beef. In other words, this relationship
is not just a flash in the pan; it's a "prime"
observation  that  beef  consumption  may
indeed play a significant role in shaping
political allegiances.

It's worth noting that our "meaty" results
come  with  a  side  of  caution.  While  the
correlation  between  beef  spending  and
Democrat votes is strong, causation is a
dish  best  left  to  be  "seasoned"  with
further  research.  There  may  be  other
"marbling"  factors  at  play,  and  it’s

essential to avoid jumping to conclusions
like a hastily seared ribeye.

In  conclusion,  our  study  serves  up
compelling  evidence  that  beef
consumption  may  not  only  satisfy  the
palate but also sway political inclinations
in Idaho. The beef-ballot battle isn't just a
rare  occurrence;  it's  a  medium-rare
insight into the flavorful dynamics of state
politics. We hope our findings will "spice"
up further research in this area, shaping a
deeper  understanding  of  the  uncharted
terrain  of  steak  and  state  politics.  As
steak aficionados often say, there's always
more  to  "tenderize"  in  the  realm  of
research,  and  we  eagerly  anticipate
savoring  the  future  contributions  of
scholars in this "rare" and well-done field.

CONCLUSION

     In conclusion, our study has brought a
whole new meaning to the term "political
steakholder."  The  beef-ballot  battle  in
Idaho Senate elections has proved to be a
sizzling hot topic,  and our findings have
certainly  seasoned  the  discussion  with
some unexpected flavors.

     The  tantalizing  correlation  we
uncovered between annual US household
spending on beef and Democrat votes for
Senators in Idaho has left us with more
food  for  thought  than  a  never-ending
buffet.  It  seems  that  when  it  comes  to
politics, the "prime" choice might just be
a juicy steak.

     Our results have provided a "rare"
opportunity  to  sink  our  teeth  into  the
intersection of dietary habits and political
preferences. It’s clear that the stakes are
high when it comes to understanding the
sizzling  dynamics  of  state  politics,  and
we've  managed  to  beef  up  the
conversation  with  some  very  "meaty"
insights.

     However,  it  appears  that  further
research  in  this  area  may no  longer  be
necessary. After all, when the steaks are
this  high,  how much more rare findings
do we need to concoct? It's time to let this
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beef-ballot  battle  simmer  and  enjoy  the
"well-done" findings we've brought to the
table.
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